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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

5 (a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 

forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10 

Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being anticipated by Law et 
15 al. (U.S. Pat. No. 5,733,674) in view of Dinsdale (U.S. Pat. No. 6,117,575). 

Claim 1 recites a "means (32) for receiving at least one exchangeable battery 
(20) at a side opposite to said outer surface (30) and means (33, 34) for connecting said 
battery holder (30) releasably to an electronic device..." The specification supports and 
illustrates in figure 1 (see fig. 1 ; pg. 6 line 6-pg. 7 line 8) the means for receiving the 
20 exchangeable battery and the means for connecting the battery holder releasably to an 
electronic device. Accordingly, this means-plus-function language invokes 35 U.S.C. 
1 1 2, sixth paragraph limitation (see MPEP § 21 81 ). 
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Regarding Claim 1 , Law et al. teaches a battery holder (26) for an electronic 
device comprising an outer surface (30), means (34) for receiving at least one 
exchangeable battery (40) at a side opposite to said outer surface (34) and means (120, 
5 1 22, 1 24) for connecting said battery holder (26) releasably to an electronic device and 
that the outer surface (30) of the battery holder (26) forms part of the outer surface of 
the electronic device (Law et al. spec. fig. 1 ; col. 6 line 35-col. 7 line 35). 

Law et al. does not teach that the electrical contact elements of the at least one 
battery received by said battery holder come into contact with the electrical elements of 
10 said electronic device. 
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However, Dinsdale (figure 9) teaches a battery holder wherein the electrical 
contact elements (262) of the at least one battery (264) could come into direct contact 
with the electronic device through a pair of cutouts (258, 260; col. 5 lines 20-37). 
5 Furthermore, the use of a direct electrical contact element in Dinsdale combined with 
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the battery holder of Law et al. is a simple substitution of one known element for another 
to obtain predictable results (see MPEP 2143). Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to a person of ordinary skill in the art to make the above substitution and one of ordinary 
skill in the are would know that, whether the battery contacts the electronic device 
5 directly or not, there would be the same predictable result of the electronic device being 
powered. 




256 

Regarding claim 2, Law et al. teaches a battery holder (26), wherein the receiving 
means comprises guiding elements (fig. 3 #68, #70) for enabling guided reception of at 
10 least one battery (fig. 3 #40). Dinsdale also discloses guiding elements for enabling 
guided reception of the at least one battery as shown by the walls (222) and the cutouts 
(258, 260) of the apparatus shown above in figure 9. The combination of the guiding 
elements of Dinsdale with the battery holder of Law et al. would be a simple substitution 
of one known element for another to obtain a predictable result (see MPEP 2143). One 
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of ordinary skill in the art could have made the above described substitution and would 
have known that the result predictably would have been that the battery would be 
stabilized within the battery holder. 

Claim 3 recites a "battery holder (30) according to claim 2 further comprising 
5 locking means for fixing at least one received battery (20) to said battery holder (30). 
Applicant's specification supports and illustrates in figure 1 the locking means (33) 
(applicant's spec. pg. 7 par. 1). Accordingly, this means-plus-function language invokes 
a 35 U.S.C. 112, sixth paragraph limitation (see MPEP § 2181). The specification 
discloses a locking means that comprises "a tiny projection arranged between the small 

10 projections 33, which tiny projection extends along a middle part of the corresponding 
narrow side of the battery holder 30 opposite to its surface 31" (pg. 7 par. 1 ). The claim 
limitation is therefore interpreted as encompassing a tiny projection that extends across 
the side opposite the surface 31 and all of it's equivalent structures. 

The applicant is advised that the Supreme Court recently clarified that a claim 

15 can be proved obvious merely by showing that the combination of known elements was 
obvious to try. In this regard, the Supreme Court explained that, "[wjhen there is a 
design need or market pressure to solve a problem and there are a finite number of 
identified, predictable solutions, a person of ordinary skill in the art has a good reason to 
pursue the known options within his or her technical grasp." An obviousness 

20 determination is not the result of a rigid formula disassociated from the consideration of 
the facts of the case. Indeed, the common sense of those skilled in the art demonstrates 
why some combinations would have been obvious where others would not. 
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Regarding claim 3, The combination of familiar elements is likely to be obvious 
when it does no more than yield predictable results. Furthermore, the simple 
substitution of one known element for another is likey to be obvious when predictable 
results are achieved. See KSR Int'l v. Teleflext Inc., 127 Sup. Ct. 1727, 1742 (2007); 
5 MPEP § 2143). Law et al. discloses an inner wall in a battery holder that could act to as 
a locking means for at least one battery to the battery holder (fig. 2 #34). Dinsdale also 
discloses a locking means (fig. 9 #222), which is the wall of the battery holder that 
would be capable of locking the battery to the battery holder. Law et al. and Dinsdale 
disclose different methods of locking the battery to the battery holder, however, use of a 

10 projection, or its equivalent, to lock the battery into place would be obvious to try. The 
tiny projection that would act as a means to lock the battery into place would have 
solved a need for the outer cover of the battery holder to stay connected to the battery. 
Furthermore, there are only a finite number of ways to fix the battery into the battery 
holder and one of ordinary skill in the art would have pursued this solution and would 

15 have had a reasonable expectation of the battery being locked into place. 

Claim 4 recites "a battery holder according to claim 3, wherein said means 
(33,34) for connecting said battery holder (30) releasably to an electronic device [which] 
compris[es] first connecting means (33) for interacting with first connecting means (12) 
of an electronic device and second connecting means (34) or interacting in a snapping 

20 manner with second connecting means (13) of said electronic device when said first 
connecting means of said batter holder (30) are interacting with said first connecting 
means (12) of said electronic device." The applicants specification supports and 



Application/Control Number: 10/523,543 Page 8 

Art Unit: 4111 

illustrates in figure 1 the first connecting means (33); the first connecting means (12) of 
an electronic device; the second connecting means (34); and second connecting means 
(13) of an electronic device. The first connecting means (33) is interpreted to 
encompass a projection on the battery holder (see spec. pgs. 6-7 par. 29) and its 
5 equivalents. The first connecting means (12) of an electronic device is interpreted to 
encompass a groove or an eye (see spec. pgs. 6-7 par. 30) and its equivalents. The 
second connecting means (34) is interpreted to encompass a snapping connection and 
its equivalents (see spec. pgs. 6-7 par. 29). The second connecting means (13) of an 
electronic device is interpreted to encompass a snapping connection, which is 

10 complementary to the second connecting means (34), and its equivalents. 

Regarding claim 4, Law et al. discloses the first connecting means (33) and the 
first connecting means 1 2 of an electronic device. Law et al. teaches that the first 
connecting means may comprise hooks (122, 120, col. 8 line 66-col. 9 line 10). Law et 
al. does not specifically describe what the first connecting means (12) of an electronic 

15 device are, but these first connecting means of an electronic device could be implicitly 
described in the specification as grooves or holes (see col. 8 line 66 - col. 9 line 10). 

The combination of familiar elements is likely to be obvious when it does no more 
than yield predictable results. Furthermore, the simple substitution of one known 
element for another is likely to be obvious when predictable results are achieved. See 

20 KSR Int'l v. Teleflex Inc., 127 Sup. Ct. 1727, 1742, 82 USPQ2d 1385, 1397 (2007) (see 
MPEP§2143). 
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There are a finite number of possible mechanisms to connect one end of a 
battery holder to an electronic device. As discussed above, Law et al. discloses using a 
hook and a groove or hole instead of a groove and a projection. Using a projection and 
a groove would be obvious to try in light of Law et al.'s disclosure of using a groove and 
5 a hook (122, 120, col. 8 line 66-col. 9 line 10). 

In addition, Law et al. discloses a second connecting means (34) for interacting 
in a snapping manner with a second connecting means (13) of an electronic device that 
acts while the first connecting means are interacting. Law et al. teaches a second 
connecting means (fig. 2 # 124) can be a detent latch. This latch could act in a 
10 snapping manner with the second connecting means (13) of an electronic device. Law 
et al. discloses that the first connecting means of electronic device can be projection 
(col. 8 line 66-col. 9 line 10), which would complement the latch so that the snapping is 
achievable. 

Regarding claim 5, Law et al. discloses a cover for an electronic device as 
15 described above (see Law et al. fig. 1 # 26). The battery holder being connected to said 
cover (10) by means (33,34) for releasable connecting said battery holder (30) to an 
electronic device would have been obvious to try. There are a finite number of possible 
mechanisms to connect one end of a battery holder to an electronic device. As 
discussed above, Law et al. discloses using a hook and a groove or hole instead of a 
20 groove and a projection. Using a projection and a groove would be obvious to try in 

light of Law et al.'s disclosure of using a groove and a hook (122, 120, col. 8 line 66-col. 
9 line 10). 
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In addition, Law et al. discloses a second connecting means (34) for interacting 
in a snapping manner with a second connecting means (13) of an electronic device that 
acts while the first connecting means are interacting. Law et al. teaches a second 
connecting means (fig. 2 # 124) can be a detent latch. This latch could act in a 
5 snapping manner with the second connecting means (13) of an electronic device. Law 
et al. discloses that the first connecting means of electronic device can be projection 
(col. 8 line 66-col. 9 line 10), which would complement the latch so that the snapping is 
achievable. 

Regarding claim 6, Law et al. discloses a button for releasing the battery holder. 
10 In the specification, Law et al. refers to a detent latch, which may be depressed to 

release the battery holder from the electronic device (col. 8 line 65-col. 9 line 10). This 
button also interacts with the means (13, 34) connecting the battery holder by using said 
means as a pivot point (col. 8 line 65-col. 9 line 10). 

Regarding claim 7, Law et al. discloses an electronic device as described above 
15 (see Law et al. fig. 1 # 22). Including the feature of a battery holder (30) that is 

connected to said electronic device by said means (33, 34) for releasably connecting 
said battery holder (30) to an electronic device would have been obvious to try. 

There are a finite number of possible mechanisms to connect one end of a 
battery holder to an electronic device. As discussed above, Law et al. discloses using a 
20 hook and a groove or hole instead of a groove and a projection. Using a projection and 
a groove would be obvious to try in light of Law et al.'s disclosure of using a groove and 
a hook (122, 120, col. 8 line 66-col. 9 line 10). 
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In addition, Law et al. discloses a second connecting means (34) for interacting 
in a snapping manner with a second connecting means (13) of an electronic device that 
acts while the first connecting means are interacting. Law et al. teaches a second 
connecting means (fig. 2 # 124) can be a detent latch. This latch could act in a 
5 snapping manner with the second connecting means (13) of an electronic device. Law 
et al. discloses that the first connecting means of electronic device can be projection 
(col. 8 line 66-col. 9 line 10), which would complement the latch so that the snapping is 
achievable. 

Regarding claim 8, Law et al. discloses an electronic device comprising a button 
10 for releasing said battery holder (26) from said electronic device, which button interacts 
with means (42, 124) connecting said battery holder (26) to said electronic device (see 
col. 8 line 65-col. 9 line 10; discussion of claim 7 supra; discussion of claim 6 supra). 

Claim 9 recites a "battery holder (30) according to claim 1 further comprising 
locking means for fixing at least one received battery (20) to said battery holder (30). 
15 As discussed above, the specification does not support the means-plus-function 

limitation of the claim language. Therefore, the claim does not invoke 35 U.S.C. 112, 
sixth paragraph and is given its broadest reasonable interpretation. 

Regarding Claim 9, the locking means for fixing at least one received battery to 
said battery holder is interpreted to mean the walls of the battery holder. Law et al. 
20 discloses an inner wall in a battery holder that could act to as a locking means for at 
least one battery to the battery holder (fig. 2 #34). Dinsdale also discloses a locking 
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means (fig. 9 #222), which is the wall of the battery holder that would be capable of 
locking the battery to the battery holder. 

Claim 10 recites "a battery holder according to claim 3, wherein said means 
(33,34) for connecting said battery holder (30) releasably to an electronic device [which] 
5 compris[es] first connecting means (33) for interacting with first connecting means (12) 
of an electronic device and second connecting means (34) or interacting in a snapping 
manner with second connecting means (13) of said electronic device when said first 
connecting means of said batter holder (30) are interacting with said first connecting 
means (12) of said electronic device." The applicants specification supports and 

10 illustrates in figure 1 the first connecting means (33); the first connecting means (12) of 
an electronic device; the second connecting means (34); and second connecting means 
(13) of an electronic device. The first connecting means (33) is interpreted to 
encompass a projection on the battery holder (see spec. pgs. 6-7 par. 29) and its 
equivalents. The first connecting means (12) of an electronic device is interpreted to 

15 encompass a groove or an eye (see spec. pgs. 6-7 par. 30) and its equivalents. The 
second connecting means (34) is interpreted to encompass a snapping connection and 
its equivalents (see spec. pgs. 6-7 par. 29). The second connecting means (13) of an 
electronic device is interpreted to encompass a snapping connection, which is 
complementary to the second connecting means (34), and its equivalents. 

20 Regarding claim 1 0, Law et al. discloses the first connecting means (33) and the 

first connecting means 1 2 of an electronic device. Law et al. teaches that the first 
connecting means may comprise hooks (122, 120, col. 8 line 66-col. 9 line 10). Law et 
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al. does not specifically describe what the first connecting means (12) of an electronic 
device are, but these first connecting means of an electronic device could be implicitly 
described in the specification as grooves or holes (see col. 8 line 66 - col. 9 line 10). 

The combination of familiar elements is likely to be obvious when it does no more 
5 than yield predictable results. Furthermore, the simple substitution of one known 
element for another is likely to be obvious when predictable results are achieved. See 
KSR Int'l v. Teleflex Inc., 127 Sup. Ct. 1727, 1742, 82 USPQ2d 1385, 1397 (2007) (see 
MPEP§2143). 

There are a finite number of possible mechanisms to connect one end of a 
10 battery holder to an electronic device. As discussed above, Law et al. discloses using a 
hook and a groove or hole instead of a groove and a projection. Using a projection and 
a groove would be obvious to try in light of Law et al.'s disclosure of using a groove and 
a hook. 

In addition, Law et al. discloses a second connecting means (34) for interacting 
15 in a snapping manner with a second connecting means (13) of an electronic device that 
acts while the first connecting means are interacting. Law et al. teaches a second 
connecting means (fig. 2 # 124) can be a detent latch. This latch could act in a 
snapping manner with the second connecting means (13) of an electronic device. Law 
et al. discloses that the first connecting means of electronic device can be projection 
20 (col. 8 line 66-col. 9 line 10), which would complement the latch so that the snapping is 
achievable. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JACOB MARKS whose telephone number is (571)270- 
7873. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 7:30-5:00 alt 
5 Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Brian Sines can be reached on 571-272-1263. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

10 Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

1 5 Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

20 

/Brian J. Sines/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 41 1 1 



